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Self-trapping ofB ose-Einstein condensates in opticallattices
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The self-trapping phenom enon ofBose-Einstein condensates(BECs)in opticallatticesisstudied

extensively by num erically solving the G ross-Pitaevskiiequation. O ur num ericalresults not only

reproducethephenom enon thatwasobserved in a recentexperim ent[Ankeretal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.

94 (2005)020403],butalso �nd thatthe self-trapping breaksdown atlong evolution tim es,thatis,

the self-trapping in opticallattices isonly tem porary. The analysis ofournum ericalresultsshows

that the self-trapping in opticallattices is related to the self-trapping ofBECs in a double-well

potential. A possible m echanism ofthe form ation ofsteep edges in the wave packet evolution is

explored in term softhe dynam icsofrelative phasesbetween neighboring wells.

PACS num bers:03.75.Lm ,03.75.K k,05.45.-a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Progress in recent years has shown that a Bose-

Einstein condensate(BEC)in an opticallattice isa fas-

cinating periodic system , where the physics can be as

rich as in ferm ionic periodic system s, the m ain sub-

ject of condensed-m atter physics. In such a bosonic

system ,people have observed well-known and long pre-

dicted phenom ena,such asBloch oscillations[1]and the

quantum phase transition between super
 uid and M ott-

insulator[2]. M ore im portantly,there are new phenom -

ena that have been either observed or predicted in this

system ,for exam ple,nonlinear Landau-Zenertunneling

between Bloch bands [3,4]and the strongly inhibited

transportofonedim ensionalBEC in an opticallattice[5].

Anotherintriguing phenom enon,self-trapping,wasre-

cently observed experim entally in thissystem [6].In this

experim ent,a BEC with repulsive interaction was � rst

prepared in a dipole trap. By adiabatically ram ping up

an opticallattice,the BEC was essentially transform ed

into a Bloch state at the center ofthe Brillouin zone.

W ith the opticallattice always on,the BEC was then

released into a trap that serves as a one dim ensional

waveguide. The evolution ofthe BEC cloud inside the

com bined potentialwasstudied by takingabsorption im -

ages. W hen the num ber ofatom s in the BEC is sm all,

say around 2000,theBEC wavepacketwasfound to ex-

pand continuously (which is expected). However,when

the num ber of atom s was increased to about 5000, it

was observed that the BEC cloud stops to expand af-

terinitially expanding forabout35m s(see Fig.1). This

is quite counter-intuitive. W ithout interaction,a wave

packetwith a narrow distribution in the Brillouin zone

expands continuously inside a periodic potential. O ne

would certainly expectthatwith a repulsive interaction

between atom stheBEC cloud spread faster.Thisexper-

im entshowed thecontrary:ifthecloud isdenseenough,
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Figure1:Thewidth oftheBEC wavepacketasa function of

tim e forN = 2000 and N = 5000.N isthe num berofatom s

in the BEC.The solid lines are our num ericalresults while

the circlesand squaresare experim entaldata from Ref.[6].

itself-trapsand stopsspreading.

To understand this intriguing phenom enon,we have

carried outextensivenum ericalstudy ofthissystem with

theone-dim ensional(1D)G ross-Pitaevskiiequation.O ur

results m atch quite wellwith the experim entaldata as

shown in Fig.1. W hen the atom num berN in the BEC

is2000,theagreem entbetween ournum ericalresultsand

the experim ent is excellent; when N = 5000, our re-

sults are about40% largerthan the experim entaldata.

Thediscrepancy in thelattercaseislikely caused by the

higherdensity:with higherdensity thelateralm otion of

the BEC cloud m ay becom e m ore relevantto the longi-

tudinalexpansion;however,the lateralm otion is com -

pletely ignored in ournum ericalstudy aswe use the 1D

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601249v1
mailto:bwu@aphy.iphy.ac.cn
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G ross-Pitaevskiiequation.
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Figure2:Thewidth oftheBEC wavepacketasa function of

tim e forN = 1000;2000;3000;4000;5000;7000,and 50000.

Very interestingly, we � nd that the self-trapping is

tem porary. After a su� ciently long evolution tim e,the

self-trapping breaksdown and the wavepacketstartsto

expand again asseen in Fig.2.Sincethebreak-down tim e

ism uch longerthan the observation used in the current

experim ent[6],these resultsneed to be veri� ed in future

experim ents. This breakdown ofself-trapping is likely

caused by the leakage ofatom satthe outm ostwells,or

aswe shallcallitthe dripping e� ect. Furtherm ore,our

num ericalresultsshow thatthe steep edgesdo notnec-

essarily lead to the self-trapping and always appear in

the wave packetevolution,independentofitsdenseness

ofthe BEC cloud. This is di� erentfrom Ref.[6],where

itwaspointed outthatthe steep edgesappearing atthe

two sidesofthe wave packetare crucialforthe appear-

ance ofthe self-trapping. The wave packetevolution in

thequasi-m om entum spaceisalso studied.W e� nd that

the wave packet localizes largely near the center ofthe

Brillouin zone;nom ajorinterestingfeaturescan beiden-

ti� ed during the evolution.

Besides,wehaveanalyzed ournum ericalresultsin de-

tail, in particular,in term s ofthe relative atom num -

ber di� erence and the relative phase di� erence between

neighboring wells. W ith such an analysis,we have con-

� rm ed the previous study[6]that the self-trapping ob-

served in opticallattices is closely related to the self-

trapping ofa BEC in thedouble-wellpotential[7,8,10].

From this analysis, we have also explored a possible

m echanism ofthe form ation ofsteep edges.

O ur paper is organized as follows. W e shall � rst

presenta briefdescription ofournum ericalm ethod.W e

then describehow thewavepacketsevolvein ournum er-

icalsim ulation. Afterwards,we analyze our num erical

results in an attem pt to understand our num ericalre-

sults.Theanalysisisdonefrom theangleofa BEC in a

double-wellpotential.Sum m ary and som ediscussion are

given atthe end.

II. N U M ER IC A L M ET H O D

To m odelthe experim ent,weuse the following G ross-

Pitaevskii(G P)equation

i~
@

@t
 (r;t)= �

~
2

2m
r
2
 (r;t)+ V0 cos(2kLx) (r;t)+

+ Vw g(r) (r;t)+
4�~2as

m
j (r;t)j2 (r;t); (1)

where m isthe atom ic m ass,as isthe s-wavescattering

length,kL is the wavelength ofthe laserthat generates

the opticallattice,and Vw g(r) describes the waveguide

potential. Due to the tight con� nem ent perpendicular

to the opticallattice from the waveguide potential,the

dynam icsofthissystem islargely one-dim ensional.This

allows us to integrate out the two perpendicular direc-

tionsand reducethe aboveG P equation to

i
@ (x;t)

@t
= �

1

2
r
2
 (x;t)+ V cos(x) (x;t)+

+
1

2
!x

2
 (x;t)+ gj (x;t)j2 (x;t); (2)

werewehavem adetheequation dim ensionless.In doing

so,we have x in units of1=2kL and tin m =4~k2L. The

strength oftheopticallatticeisgiven V = V0=16E r with

E r = ~
2k2L =2m beingtherecoilenergy.Forthenonlinear

interaction,we have

g =
�asm !? N
p
2�~kL

; (3)

where N the totalnum berofthe BEC in the harm onic

trap and !? isthe transverse trapping frequency ofthe

waveguide. The other frequency ! is so chosen that

the initialrm s-width ofBEC wave packet is 7:6�m as

in the experim ents[6]. Thiswidth correspondsto about

100 wells occupied. The wave function  is norm alized

to one. In ournum ericalsim ulation,we use the follow-

ing valuesfrom the experim ent[6],� = 2�=kL = 783nm ,

V0 = 10E r,and !? = 2� � 230Hz.

To sim ulate the experim ent, we prepare our initial

wavefunction  to be the ground state in the com bined

potentialofV cos(x)+ 1

2
!x2. This is achieved by inte-

grating Eq.(2)with im aginary tim e. In the experim ent,

thewaveguidepotentialalso hasa longitudinaltrapping

frequency at!k = 2�Hz,which isvery weak and can be

ignored.Therefore,afterobtaining theinitialwavefunc-

tion,wecom pletelyrem ovethelongitudinaltrappingand

let the wave function evolve according to the following

equation

i
@ 

@t
= �

1

2
r
2
 + V cos(x) + gj j

2
 : (4)
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The evolutionsaresubsequently recorded and analyzed.

III. W AV E PA C K ET EV O LU T IO N

W ith theabovem ethod,wehavecom puted theevolu-

tion ofthewavepacketsfordi� erentnum bersofatom sin

theBEC.Asindicated in Eq.(3),thenum berofatom sin

the BEC translatesinto the nonlinearparam eter:larger

the atom num ber N stronger the nonlinearity (or the

repulsive interaction). Fig.2 illustrates how the width

of a wave packet evolves for di� erent atom num bers.

It is clear from this � gure that, when the BEC is di-

lute and has sm allatom num bers,N . 2000,the wave

packet expands continuously without stopping as one

m ay have expected. Also as expected, in this range,

when the num berofatom sincreases,the expansion be-

com esfaster.Theevolution becom esvery di� erentwhen

the BEC isdenser. W e see in Fig.2 thatforN = 3000,

thewavepacketexpansion slowsdown around 70m sand

becom es slower than the wave packet for N = 2000

around 85m s. This m eans that we have slower expan-

sion fora densercloud ofrepulsive interaction,a rather
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Figure 3:Tim e evolution ofthewave packetdensity forN =

5000.

counter-intuitive result. As the cloud gets denser with

m ore atom s,the expansion slowsdown further. Around

N = 5000,thereeven appearsa plateau wherethecloud

stopsexpanding and becom esself-trapped asobserved in

the experim ent[6]. Fig.2 illustrates a key point in this

intriguing self-trapping phenom enon:itdoesnothappen

in a sudden and it is a gradualprocess. Before it hap-

pens,the wavepacketexpansion already slowsdown for

higherenough densities.

W hat is m ore interesting is that, in our num erical

sim ulation, the wave packet continues to expand after

pausing for 30-40m s. For N = 5000, the expansion

re-starts at � 85m s, just beyond the longest observa-

tion tim e in Ref.[6].Therefore,thiscontinued expansion

awaitsfor veri� cation in future experim ents. Neverthe-

less,thecounter-intuitivephenom enon,densercloudsex-

pand slower,persists even after the expansion re-starts

aswe can see in Fig.2. In the nextsection,we shallof-

feran explanation ofthisself-trapping phenom enon and

explain why it is only tem porary. Justoutofcuriosity,

we also com puted the case ofvery large atom num ber

N = 50;000; we � nd that the wave packet is alm ost

neverseen to spread.Thisislikely due to thatthe self-

trapping laststoo long to be observed in ournum erical

sim ulations.

Shown in Fig.3 are som e snapshotsofthe tim e evolu-

tion ofthewavepacketforN = 5000.Around t= 30m s,

steep edges are seen growing pronounced on both sides

ofthe wave packet. M oreover,in the subsequentevolu-

tion,thepositionsofthesteep edgesdonotm oveoutany

further.W hen com pared with Fig.1,itisclearthatthis

appearance ofthe steep edges coincides with the non-

spreading ofthe wave packet. Therefore,it seem s that

thesteep edgesseen in Fig.3 signaltheem ergenceofthe

self-trapping as suggested in Ref.[6]. The following re-

sultsindicate otherwise.

Fig.4 showsthe tim e evolution ofthe wave packetfor

N = 2000.Before80m s(aboutthelongestexperim ental

observation tim e in Ref.[6]), there are no steep edges.

However, around 85m s, the steep edges begin to ap-

pear and grow m ore and m ore pronounced as the evo-

lution goeson.W hatisdi� erentfrom N = 5000 isthat

these steep edgescontinue to m ove outduring the tim e

evolution and the width ofthe wave packet also grows

with tim e.There isno self-trapping.Thisclearly shows

thatthe steep edgesdo notnecessarily lead to the self-

trapping ofthe wavepacket.

W ehavealsocom puted how thewavepacketevolvesin

the quasi-m om entum space.To achieve this,we expand

the wave packet in term s ofthe Bloch waves belonging

to the lowestBloch band ofthe linear system with the

periodicpotentialcosx.Theresultsareplotted in Fig.6,

wherewe do notsee a largepopulation around k = 1=4.

Therefore,thelink between theform ation ofsteep edges

and the population atk = 1=4 believed in Ref.[6]isnot

established here.

Anotherquantity thatcan beused to characterizethe

self-trapping phenom enon isthe nonlinearenergy ofthe
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BEC, which is given by
R

g

2
j (x;t)j4dx. If the wave

packetexpandscontinuously,thenonlinearenergyshould

decreasewith theexpansion.Ifthereisself-trapping,i.e.,

thewavepacketstopsto grow,then thenonlinearenergy

should rem ain largelyconstant.Indeed,thisisthecaseas

shown in Fig.7,wherethe nonlinearenergy doesnotde-

creaseand only 
 uctuatesslightly when theself-trapping

occurs.

IV . R ELA T IO N SH IP T O T H E SELF-T R A P P IN G

IN A D O U B LE-W ELL

It has been known for a while that the self-trapping

also occursfora BEC in a double-wellpotential[7,8,9,

10]. Itisthen naturalto ask whetherthe self-trappings

in these two di� erentsystem sare related to each other.

O ur analysis shows that these two are closely related.

This was already noticed in Ref.[6] based on num eri-

calresultswith a tight-binding approxim ation oftheG P

equation;hereweo� era m oredetailed analysiswith nu-

m ericalresultswith the fullG P equation. O uranalysis

leadsto a possibleexplanation why theself-trapping ob-
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Figure 4:Tim e evolution ofthewave packetdensity forN =

2000 before t= 80m s.
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Figure 5:Tim e evolution ofthewave packetdensity forN =

2000 aftert= 80m s.

served in the opticallattice is only tem porary and how

the steep edges form . For the sake ofself-containm ent

and introducing new param eters,we brie
 y review the

self-trapping in the double-wellsituation.

TheHam iltonian governing thedynam icsofa BEC in

a double-wellpotentialcan be written as[7,8,9],

H classical= �
c

2
s
2 + v

p

1� s2 cos�; (5)

where � = �b � �a isthe relative phase between the two

wells a and b while s is the fractionalpopulation dif-

ference s = (N b � N a)=(N a + N b) with N a and N b be-

ing the num ber ofatom s in wells a and b,respectively.

Previousstudies [7,8,9]show thatthere are two types

ofself-trapping in this system ,depending on the ratio

� = c=v and thepopulation di� erences.They are:(1)If

1< � < 2 and the relativephase� isaround �,then the

self-trapping occurswhen s> 0:5.Thisiscalled ’oscilla-

tion type’self-trapping.(2)If� > 2and s> 0:5,another

typeofself-trappingem ergeswith therelativephase� be-

tween the two wells increasing with tim e. Therefore,it

iscalled ’running phasetype’self-trapping.

Any pairofneighboring wellsin theopticallatticecan

beviewed asadouble-well.Toestablish thelink between
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Figure 6: Tim e evolution ofthe wave packet in the quasi-

m om entum space forN = 5000.

the self-trappings in the opticallattice and the double-

well,we need to com pute � and s for each pair ofthe

neighboring wellsin the opticallattice fora given wave

packet.Thedetailsofhow � iscom puted forneighboring

wellsin an opticallattice can be found in Appendix A.

Fig.8 shows one set of such calculations for a wave

packet with N = 5000 at t = 40m s,which is the tim e

when theself-trapping happens.Itisclearfrom Fig.8(a)

that there are four pairs ofdouble-wells whose � and s

satisfy the condition for the \running phase type" self-

trapping in the double-wellsystem . Furtherm ore,two
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Figure 7: The dynam ic ofnonlinearenergy ofeach atom for

N = 2000 (dashed)and N = 5000 (solid).

of these four pairs, m arked by A and B in Fig.8, are

located rightatthe two edgesofthe wave packet.(The

other two are just nearby,for clarity we do not m ark

them .) It seem s to suggest that these two self-trapped

pairsofdouble-wellsserveastwo dam sstopping the
 ow

ofatom sto the outside. Therefore,the self-trapping in

theopticallatticeappearsjustalternativem anifestation

ofthe self-trapping in the double-wellsystem .

To � rm ly establish such a link,wehavealso exam ined

thecaseN = 2000,wherethereisno self-trapping.Fig.9

showsthe valuess and � forthe wave packetwith N =

2000att= 110m s.Thisisthetim ewhen thesteep edges

have already developed. W e see from the � gure thatall

the values of� are sm aller than one: the self-trapping

conditionsofthe double-wellsystem arenotsatis� ed by

any pairofneighboring wellsin the opticallattice.

The above analysis leads to the following conclusion:

when thereisself-trappingin theopticallattice,thereare

neighboring wellsthatsatisfy theself-trapping condition

ofthedouble-wellsystem ;when thereisno self-trapping

in theopticallattice,any pairoftheneighboringwellsin

the lattice doesnotsatisfy the double-wellself-trapping

condition. So established is a solid link between these

two self-trapping phenom ena. O ne intuitive way ofun-

derstanding ofthis link is such. O nce the self-trapping
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Figure 8:The valuesof� and s ofa wave packetatt= 40m s

forN = 5000.(a)The valuesof� atdi�erentwells(The� at

the nth wellisforthe double wellscom posed ofthe nth and

n + 1th wells.(b)Phase diagram (ordistribution)of� and s

forthiswave packet.The self-trapping occursatt= 40m s.
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happens in som e pairs ofneighboring wells around the

edges ofa wave packet,these self-trapped double-wells,

behaving like \dam s",stop the tunneling ofatom s to-

wards outside, causing the non-spreading of the wave

packet.In Fig.10 wehaveplotted a seriesof\phasedia-

gram s",wherethedistribution ofthes-� pairsisshown.

The square region bounded by the dashed line in each

panelis the area where the self-trapping conditions are

satis� ed. W e can see clearly from this � gure that the

self-trapping happensfrom aboutt= 40m sto 80m sfor

N = 5000.W e have also checked the casesofN = 7000

and N = 50;000 and reached the sam econclusion.

This link not only explains why the self-trapping oc-

cursin theopticallatticebutalso o� ersa possiblem ech-

anism why the self-trapping istem porarily lived.Atthe

outm ost wells,the density ofthe BEC is very low and

theself-trappingconditionsofthedouble-wellsystem can

neverbe satis� ed.Asa result,the atom swilltunnelto-

wards outside. The am ount ofatom s tunneling out is

very sm alland has not m uch e� ect on the evolution of

the whole cloud.However,forlong evolution tim es,this

sm allam ount of\dripping" can lead to the signi� cant

decreasing ofatom num bers in the wells,thus destroy

theself-trapping.Thisissim ilarto thatsm allcrackscan
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wave packetsatdi�erentevolution tim es.N = 5000.

causethe collapseofa dam in a long tim e.

Basedon thelinkbetween thesetwoself-trappings,itis

also possibleto understand why theBEC cloud expands

sloweraround N = 3000 than N = 2000 seen in Fig.2.

As one can im agine,when the cloud density increases,

som epairsofthewellswillgetcloseto satisfy theseself-

trapping conditionsand eventually satisfy them .Forthe

m edium densities,e.g.,N = 3000 there should be a few

pairsofthe wellsthatsatisfy the conditionsjustbarely.

As a result, the self-trapping conditions can be easily

orquickly destroyed by the \dripping" e� ectm entioned

above.However,asthe cloud expands,the self-trapping

conditions can again be satis� ed by som e pairs ofwell

further inside and then destroyed again. This on-and-

o� processcan dram atically lead to slowing down ofthe

cloud expansion.W hatisa pity isthatthisstraightfor-

ward pictureishard to becorrobarated by ournum erical

com putation because the valuess and � forneighboring

wellscan only be com puted approxim ately. Alternative

m ethodsm ay be needed to verify thispicture.

V . ST EEP ED G ES

Thereisa m ystery in thewavepacketevolution yetto

beexplained,thatis,theappearanceofsteep edges.O ur

followinganalysisshowsthattheform ation ofsteep edges

can also beunderstood in term softheBEC dynam icsin

thedouble-wellsystem .Forfutureconvenience,wewrite



7

-60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60 -80 -40 0 40 80

-80 -40 0 40 80-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-80 -40 0 40 80 -120 -80 -40 0 40 80 120

-120 -60 0 60 120-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

-120 -60 0 60 120 -180-120 -60 0 60 120 180

 Re
la

tiv
e 

ph
as

e 
 

 Re
la

tiv
e 

ph
as

e 
 

 

 

t=5mst

  

 

 

t=25ms

 

 

 

 

t=50ms 
 Re

la
tiv

e 
ph

as
e 
 

 

 

 

t=60ms

  

 

 

t=70ms

  

 

 

t=90ms 

Site number Site number Site number 

 

 

t=110ms 

 

 

 

 

t=130ms 

 

  

 

 t=150ms 

Figure 11: The evolution ofrelative phases for each pair of

neighboring wellsin the opticallattice.N = 2000.
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Figure 12: The evolution ofrelative phases for each pair of

neighboring wellsin the opticallattice.N = 5000.

down the dynam icsin the double-wellsystem

_s = v
p

1� s2 sin�; (6)

_� = � cs�
vscos�
p
1� s2

; (7)
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Figure 13: The evolution ofrelative populations s for each

pairofneighboring wellsin the opticallattice.N = 2000.

which arederived from the Ham iltonian in Eq.(5).

In Fig.11,we have plotted how the relative phases �

evolve with tim e for N = 2000. In our calculation,the

relativephase� isde� ned asthephasedi� erencebetween

them iddlepointsin two neighboring wells.Initially,the

relative phase is zero for every pair ofdouble-wells in

the opticallattice as indicated by a horizontalline. As

the evolution goes on,the line ofrelative phase begins

to incline with an increasing slope. The tendency stops

when the two end pointsofthe line reach � �=2,respec-

tively. This is around t = 80m s,right when the steep

edgesappear.Asshown in Fig.12,the situation issim i-

larforN = 5000.W ealso observefrom Figs.13& 14 that

therelativepopulationsin them iddleofthewavepacket

rem ain largely zerobeforetheappearanceofsteep edges.

AccordingtoEq.(6),at� � �=2and s� 0,thetunnel-

ing ortransferofatom sbetween theseneighboring wells

is the largest. This m eans that there are m ore atom s


 owing into som e particular wells than going out,thus

generating steep edges. W e notice that right after the

appearance of the steep edges. both s and � becom e

rather\random ". This is likely due to the com plicated

dynam icscaused by steep edges.
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Figure 14: The evolution ofrelative populations s for each

pairofneighboring wellsin the opticallattice.N = 5000.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W ith the G P equation, we have studied the wave

packet dynam ic ofa BEC in a one-dim ensionaloptical

lattices.W e� nd an intriguing self-trapping phenom enon

in the expansion of the wave packet, agreeing with a

recent experim ent[6]. M oreover,we � nd that the self-

trapping isonly tem porary and the wave packetcontin-

uesto grow atlong evolution tim esthatare beyond the

currentexperim ent[6].Theanalysisofournum ericalre-

sultsshowsthattheself-trapping in theopticallatticeis

closely related to theself-trappingfound in thesystem of

a BEC in a double-wellpotential. W e also showed that

the steep edgesappearing the wave packetevolution do

notnecessarily lead to self-trapping and they can also be

understood in term softhe dynam icsin the double-well

system s.
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A ppendix A :C O M P U TA T IO N O F � IN O P T IC A L

LA T T IC ES

W e choose one welland its neighborasa double well

trap.TheG P equation isasEq.(4)exceptthepotential

isreplaced by V (x)= V cos(x)forjxj< 2� and V (x)=

V forjxj> 2�.Then wewritethewavefunction asatwo-

m odewavefunction:� = au1(x)+ bu2(x)and letjaj
2 =

N a=(N a+ N b)and jbj
2 = N b=(N a+ N b)(N a istheparticle

num berin wella and N b the particle num berin wellb).

Plugging the double m ode wave function into the G P

equation with potentialV (x)and usingthetight-binding

approxim ation,weobtain the e� ective Ham iltonian:

H eff = � c=2(jaj2 � jbj
2)2 + v(a�b+ ab

�); (A1)

where the param eterc= (N a + N b)N g
R
ju1(x)j

4dx and

v = N
R
(� 1

2
Ou�1(x)Ou2(x)+ V 0(x)u�1(x)u2(x))dx. The

wave function u1(x) (or u2(x)) is obtained as a ground

state from Eq.(4)with single well: ~V (x)= V cos(x) for

0< x < 2� and ~V (x)= V forotherx values.
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